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31 October 2005 Amendment 
Responsive to 29 July 2005 Office Action 

REMARKS 

This paper is responsive to any papers) indicated above, and is responsive 
in any other manner indicated below. 

PENDING CLAIMS 

Claims 1-7 were pending, under consideration and subjected to examination 
in the Office Action. Appropriate claims have been amended, canceled and/or 
added (without prejudice or disclaimer) in order to adjust a clarity and/or focus of 
Applicant's ciaimed invention. That is, such changes are unrelated to any prior art or 
scope adjustment and are simply refocused claims in which Applicant is present 
interested- At entry of this paper, Claims 1-7 will be pending for further 
consideration and examination in the application. 

REJECTION UNDER 35 USC f 103 

The 35 USC '103 rejection of claims 1-7 as being unpatentable over Pari et 
al. (U.S. Patent 6,259,404) in view of Brown et al. (U.S. Patent 6,157,621) is 
respectfully traversed. However, such rejections have been rendered obsolete by 
the present clarifying amendments to Applicant's claims, and accordingly, traversal 
arguments are not appropriate at this time. However, Applicant respectfully submits 
the following to preclude renewal of any such rejections against Applicant's clarified 

claims- 
All descriptions of Applicant's disclosed and claimed invention, and all 
descriptions and rebuttal arguments regarding the applied prior art, as previously 
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submitted by Applicant in any form, are repeated and Incorporated hereat by 
reference. Further, all Office Action statements regarding the prior art rejections are 
respectfully traversed. As additional arguments, Applicant respectfully submits the 
following. 

In order to property support a §103 obviousness-type rejection, the reference 
not only must suggest th e Calmed features, but also m"*t contain the motlvation j pi 
fpnritfvina the art to arrive at an approximation of the claimed features. However, the 
cited art does not adequately support a §103 obviousness-type rejection because it 
does not, at minimum, disclose (or suggest) the following limitations of Applicant's 
clarified claims. 

One important feature of Applicant's disclosed and claimed invention is that 
appliances distributed throughout a home are interconnected (e.g., through a 
network), and another important feature is that the states are changed through a 
person. Specifically, the present invention relates to a technology of a home 
network, referring to Applicant's Fig. 1 and Fig. 2. See especially added claims 8- 
14. 

In contrast, the position location system by Pari can relatively be applied to 
cellular and paging systems located in a large region and spaced apart at relatively 
large distances. Brown relates apparently to a satellite communication system. But, 
both the systems do not relate to the home network. Accordingly, neither Pari nor 
Brown appear relevant. 

Courts have held that an Examiner cannot make substitutions at will to 
references in a hindsight attempt to arrive at Applicant's invention. The Federal 
Circuit has stated, "[t]he mere fact that the prior art may be modified in a manner 
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suggested by the Examiner does not make the modification obvious unless the prior 
art suggested the desirability of the modification.'' In re Fritch, 972 F.2d 1260, 1266 
n.14 (Fed. Clr. 1992), citing In re Gordon, 733 F.2d 900, 902, 221 USPQ 1125, 1127 
(Fed. Cir. 1984). 

As a result of all of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the applied 
art (taken alone and in the Office Action combinations) would not support a '103 
obviousness-type rejection of Applicant's claims. Accordingly, reconsideration and 
withdrawal of such "103 rejection, and express written allowance of all of the '103 
rejected claims, are respectfully requested. 

EXAMINER INVITED TO TELEPHONE 

The Examiner is herein invited to telephone the undersigned attorneys at the 
local Washington, D.C. area telephone number of 703/312-6600 for discussing any 
Examiner's Amendments or other suggested actions for accelerating prosecution 
and moving the present application to allowance. 

RESERVATION OF RIGHTS 

It Is respectfully submitted that any and all claim amendments and/or 
cancellations submitted within this paper and throughout prosecution of the present 
application are without prejudice or disclaimer. That is, any above statements, or 
any present amendment or cancellation of claims (all made without prejudice or 
disclaimer), should not be taken as an indication or admission that any 
objection/rejection was valid, or as a disclaimer of any scope or subject matter. 
Applicant respectfully reserves all rights to file subsequent related application(s) 
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(including reissue applications) directed to any/all previously claimed 
limitations/features which have been subsequently amended or cancelled, or to 
any/all limitations/features not yet claimed, i.e., Applicant continues (indefinitely) to 
maintain no intention or desire to dedicate or surrender any iimltations/features of 
subject matter of the present application to the public. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicant respectfully 
submits that the claims listed above as presently being under consideration in the 
application are now in condition for allowance. 

To the extent necessary, Applicant petitions for an extension of time under 37 
CFR '1.136. Authorization is herein given to charge any shortage in the fees, 
including extension of time fees and excess claim fees, to Deposit Account No. 01- 
2135 (Case No. 500.40994X00) and please credit any excess fees to such deposit 
account. 

Based upon all of the foregoing, allowance of all presently-pending claims is 
respectfully requested. . 



Respectfully submitted, 



ANTON ELLI, TERRY, STOUT & KRAUS, LLP 




Paul J. Skwierawski 
Registration No. 32,173 



PJS/slk 

(703) 312-6600 
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